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Art Unit: 3634 

DETAILED ACTION 
Priority 

1 . Receipt is acl^nowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 9(a)-(d), wliicli 
papers have been placed of record in tine file. 

Election/Restrictions 

2. Applicant's election of Species V in the reply filed on 10/13/2008 is 
acknowledged. Because applicant did not distinctly and specifically point out the 
supposed errors in the restriction requirement, the election has been treated as an 
election without traverse (MPEP § 818.03(a)). 

3. Examiner disagrees with Applicant's assertion that claims 7, 1 1 , 12, 15, 23, 24, 
57 and 58 are readable on the elected species. Claims 7, 1 1 and 12 claim that the 
sealing member is movable by folding to expose the fixings. The sealing member of 
Species V (Fig. 1 2) is movable by sliding displacement not folding. Claims 1 5, 23, 24, 
57 and 58 recite a fixing flange to which the sealing member is fixed. The sealing 
member of Species V is fixed to a fixing rail not a fixing flange. 

4. Claims 1 -6, 9, 1 0, 1 3, 1 4, 1 6, 20-22, 25, 26, 30-51 , 53, 55 and 56 are readable 
on the elected species. 

5. Claims 7, 8, 1 1 , 1 2, 1 5, 1 7-1 9, 23, 24, 27-29, 52, 54, 57 and 58 are withdrawn 
from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .142(b) as being drawn to a nonelected 
species, there being no allowable generic or linking claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 
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The specification sliall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

7. Claims 3-5, 1 3-1 6, 25-29, 43, 44, and 51 -53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, 
second paragrapli, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly 
claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

8. Claim 3 recites the limitation "the uncovered state" in line 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Furthermore it is unclear whether this 
refers to an uncovered state of the fixings or the vehicle door. 

9. Claim 4 recites the limitation "the visible fixings" in 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

10. Claim 5 recites the limitation "the closed state" in 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

1 1 . Claim 13 recites the limitation "the seal" in line 2. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 

12. Claim 25 recites "a door inside trim, where necessary including edge fascia 
panels." It is unclear whether edge fascia panels are included in the claim, because 
there is no standard set forth by Applicant for determining where edge fascia panels 
would or would not be necessary. 

13. Claim 43 recites the limitation "their reinforcement areas" in line 2, apparently 
referring to reinforcement areas of the unit carrier and the outer module. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for reinforcement areas of the outer module in the claim. 
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14. Claim 44 recites "the reinforcement areas of the unit carrier and the outer 
module" in lines 2-3. There is insufficient antecedent basis for reinforcement areas of 
the outer module in the claim. 

15. Claim 51 recites the limitation "the fixing points" in 2. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

16. Claim 53 recites the limitation "the uncovered state" in line 1 1 . There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Furthermore it is unclear 
whether this refers to an uncovered state of the fixings or the vehicle door. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 7. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or In public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

18. Claims 1-6, 13, 14, 31-33, 39, 40, 42-45 and 53 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Kaye (US 4,818,014). 

Regarding claim 1, Kaye discloses a motor vehicle door comprising: an outer 
module 26 (Fig. 3), a unit carrier 24, and a sealing member 44 covering a portion of an 

interface between the outer module and the unit carrier. 

Regarding claims 2-4, Kaye discloses fixings 40 connecting the unit carrier to 
the outer module, wherein the fixings are covered by the sealing member. 

Regarding claim 5, the sealing member forms a seal between the vehicle door 
22 and the vehicle body 14. 
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Regarding claim 6, the sealing member could be removed to expose tlie fixings. 

Regarding claims 13 and 14, Kaye discloses a fixing region (tlie region 
surrounding fixings 40) to which the sealing member is fixed in a push-fit connection 
(shown in Fig. 4 and 5). 

Regarding claims 31-33, the outer module 26 has reinforcement areas 26b 
protruding inwards from the outer module, which run along the outer edges of the outer 
module. 

Regarding claims 39 and 40, the unit carrier 24 has reinforcement areas 24b 
protruding outwards from the unit carrier, which run along the outer edges of the unit 
carrier. 

Regarding claim 42, the unit carrier is made of metal (Col. 4 Line 45). While 
Kaye does not disclose stamping or deep drawing. Examiner notes that the method of 

forming a product is not germane to the patentability of the product itself. "Even though 
product-by-process claims are limited by and defined by the process, determination of 
patentability is based on the product itself. The patentability of a product does not 
depend on its method of production. If the product in the product-by-process claim is the 
same as or obvious from a product of the prior art, the claim is unpatentable even 
though the prior product was made by a different process." In re Thorpe, 777 F.2d 695, 
698, 227 USPQ 964, 966 (Fed. Cir. 1985) (citations omitted) 
Regarding claim 43, see Fig. 3. 

Regarding claim 44, fixing points 40 and 42 are provided on the reinforcement 

areas. 
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Regarding claim 45, the unit carrier and outer module are fixed against eacli 
other along an overlapping area which in cross-section is angled at least once (Fig. 10). 

Regarding claim 53, Kaye discloses a motor vehicle door according claim 3 as 
set forth above. 

19. Claims 1, 5, 13, 14, 16, 20-22 and 51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Morihara et al. (US 5,649,405). 

Regarding claim 1, Morihara discloses a motor vehicle door comprising: an outer 
module 21 (left side; Fig. 6), a unit carrier 21 (right side), and a sealing member 1c 
covering a portion of an interface between the outer module and the unit carrier. 

Regarding claim 5, the sealing member forms a seal between the vehicle door 
20 and the vehicle body 10. 

Regarding claims 13, 14 and 16, Morihara discloses a fixing region 9 to which 
the sealing member is fixed in a push-fit connection, wherein the fixing region is a fixing 
rail. 

Regarding claims 20-22, the method of forming a product is not germane to the 
patentability of the product itself, as noted above. 

Regarding claim 51, the unit carrier has a double layered section as shown in 

Fig. 6. 

20. Claims 1-6, 13, 14, 20-22, 31-34, 39, 40, 42-44 and 53 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Maass (US 2001/0033062). 
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Regarding claim 1, Maass discloses a motor vehicle door comprising: an outer 
module 2b and 2c, a unit carrier 2a, and a sealing member 4 covering a portion of an 
interface between the outer module and the unit carrier. 

Regarding claims 2-4, Maass discloses fixings 1 1 connecting the unit carrier to 
the outer module, wherein the fixings are covered by the sealing member. 

Regarding claim 5, the sealing member forms a seal between the vehicle door 2 
and the vehicle body 5. 

Regarding claim 6, the sealing member could be removed to expose the fixings. 

Regarding claims 13 and 14, Maass discloses a fixing region (the region 
surrounding fixings 1 1) to which the sealing member is fixed in a push-fit connection. 

Regarding claims 20-22, the method of forming a product is not germane to the 
patentability of the product itself, as noted above. 

Regarding claims 31-34, the outer module has reinforcement areas 2b 
protruding inwards from the outer module, which run along the outer edges of the outer 
module. 

Regarding claims 39 and 40, the unit carrier 2a has reinforcement areas 
(horizontal portion of 2a) protruding outwards from the unit carrier, which run along the 
outer edges of the unit carrier. 

Regarding claim 42, the unit carrier is made of metal (Paragraph 25). While 
Maass does not disclose stamping or deep drawing. Examiner notes that the method of 
forming a product is not germane to the patentability of the product itself. 

Regarding claim 43, see Figure. 
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Regarding claim 44, fixing points (holes which fixings 1 1 pass through) are 
provided on the reinforcement areas. 

Regarding claim 53, Maass discloses a motor vehicle door according claim 3 as 
set forth above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

21 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary sl<ill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

22. Claim 37 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Maass (US 2001/0033062). 

Examiner takes Official Notice that it was previously known in the art to paint the 
exterior of a vehicle a different color than the unit carrier. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the invention, to paint the exterior of the 
outer module a different color than the unit carrier, in order to create an aesthetically 
pleasing appearance for the exterior of the vehicle. 

23. Claim 36 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Maass (US 2001/0033062) in view of Bright (US 4,858,385). 

Maass discloses a motor vehicle door according to claim 1 , as set forth above, 
but does not disclose wherein a window frame is integrated in the unit carrier. 

Bright discloses a motor vehicle door wherein a window frame is integrated in a 
unit carrier, as shown in Fig. 1 . 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
invention, to integrate a window frame in the unit carrier of Maass, in order to simplify 
manufacturing by reducing the number of parts to be assembled. 
24. Claims 25, 26 and 46-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Maass (US 2001/0033062) in view of Fukumoto et al. (US 
6,231,112). 

Regarding claims 25 and 26, Maass discloses a motor vehicle door according to 
claim 1, as set forth above, but does not disclose a door inside trim mounted on the unit 
carrier. 

Fukumoto discloses a motor vehicle door comprising: a unit carrier 6 and a door 
inside trim 3 mounted on the unit carrier (Fig. 1). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
invention, to provide the motor vehicle door f Maass with the door inside trim of 
Fukumoto, in order to create an aesthetically pleasing for the interior of the vehicle. 

Regarding claims 46 and 47, Maass discloses a motor vehicle door according to 
claim 1, as set forth above, but does not disclose a lock module. 

Fukumoto discloses a motor vehicle door comprising: an outer module 2 and 52, 
a unit carrier 6 and a lock module 11 fixed on an overlapping area of the outer module 
and unit carrier (Fig. 9). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
invention, to provide the motor vehicle door of Maas with the lock module of Fukumoto, 
in order to allow the door to be held closed against the vehicle body. 
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Regarding claims 48-50, Maass discloses a motor vehicle door according to 
claim 1, as set forth above, but does not disclose a hinge part. 

Fukumoto discloses a motor vehicle door comprising: an outer module 2 and 51 , 
a unit carrier 6 and a hinge part 9 fixed to a hinge reinforcement 7 on an overlapping 
area of the outer module and unit carrier (Fig. 5). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
invention, to provide the motor vehicle door of Maas with the hinge part and hinge 
reinforcement of Fukumoto, in order to allow the door to swing relative to the vehicle 
body. 

25. Claims 1-6, 9, 10, 13, 14, 16, 20-22, 30-33, 35, 38-41, 43, 44, 53, 55 and 56 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Imura et al. (US 
4,651,470) in view of Thompson (US 4,916,864). 

Regarding claims 1-4 and 53, Imura discloses a motor vehicle door comprising: 
an outer module 2, a unit carrier 3, a sealing member 37 mounted on a fixing rail, and 
fixings 3d connecting the outer module to the unit carrier, but does not disclose wherein 
the fixings are covered by the sealing member. 

Thompson discloses a door comprising: a first section 14, a second section 16, a 
sealing member 23 mounted on a fixing rail 22, and fixings 26 connecting the fixing rail 
and first and second sections. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
invention, to connect the rail of Imura to the unit carrier and outer module using the 
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fixings, as disclosed by Thompson. Doing so would eliminate the need for additional 
fastening means for connecting the fixing rail to the unit carrier. 

Regarding claim 5, the sealing member forms a seal between the vehicle door 
and the vehicle body S. 

Regarding claim 6, the sealing member could be removed to expose the fixings. 

Regarding claims 9 and 10, the sealing member is slidable within the fixing rail. 

Regarding claims 13, 14 and 16, the sealing member is attached to the fixing rail 
in a push-fit connection. 

Regarding claims 20-22, 55 and 56, the method of forming a product is not 
germane to the patentability of the product itself, as noted above. 

Regarding claim 30, Imura discloses a window glass driving mechanism (Col. 6 
Lines 6-8). 

Regarding claims 31-33, Imura discloses the outer module has reinforcement 
areas 11a protruding inwards from the outer module, which run along the outer edges of 
the outer module. 

Regarding claim 35, Imura discloses a cross support 9 mounted on the outer 

module. 

Regarding claim 38, see Imura Fig. 4. 

Regarding claims 39-41, Imura discloses the unit carrier has reinforcement 
areas 3g protruding outwards from the unit carrier, which reinforcement areas run 
substantially U-shaped along the outer edges of the unit carrier. 

Regarding claim 43, see Imura Fig. 6. 
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Regarding claim 44, Imura discloses fixing points (3f and holes in 11a) provided 
on the reinforcement areas. 

Conclusion 

26. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The documents cited on form PTO-892 disclose doors similar to 
that of Applicant's invention. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael J. Keller whose telephone number is 571-270- 
5219. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 9:00am - 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Katherine Mitchell can be reached on 571-272-7069. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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